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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 ,3-1 3,27-38 have been examined. 



Response to Amendment 

2. This communication is in response to Amendment I filed 2/18/2009. Claims 1,3- 
13 have been amended. Claims 14-16 have been cancelled, and claims 27-38 have 
been added as new. This action is non-final. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



4. Claims 1,3-8,10-11,13,28-33,35-36, and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable by Shah ("Shah", US 6,154,740) in view of Tran et al ("Tran", US 
6,253,367) 
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As per independent claim 1, Shah discloses a computer implemented method of 
depicting a plurality of items and how said plurality of items satisfy multiple criteria, the 
method comprising the computer-implemented steps of: generating a display of a list of 
visual indicators in a particular order (Column 1 lines 33-45, sort list based on other sort 
parameters), wherein the particular order indicates how a plurality of items satisfy a one 
or more first criteria (Column 1 lines 33-45, a first level sort by name); detecting input 
indicating the selection of a one or more second criteria (Column 1 lines 33-45, second 
sort, Column 3 lines 13-29, marks are selected from the group...); in response to 
detecting said input, determining how said plurality of items satisfy the one or more 
second criteria (Column 3 lines 55-63, determining); and while retaining list of visual 
indicators in said particular order within said display, displaying a visual indication of 
how said plurality of items satisfy the second criteria (Column 1 lines 33-45, many levels 
of sorting). 

Shah fails to teach a browser receiving a self-contained page; which does not 
have to interact over a network with a server. 

However, Tran teaches a browser receiving a self-contained page, and does not 
have to interact over a network with a server (Column 6 lines 19-34). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to 
combine the teaching of Martin with the method of Tran. Since both the sorting method 
of Shah and a self-contained browser applet of Tran were both known in the prior art 
and both references use client-side application software, combining the prior art 
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elements according to the known methods would have yielded predictable results. The 
combination would have yielded the claimed method. 

As per claim 3, which is dependent on claim 2, Shah-Tran discloses a method 
wherein the step of the browser receiving the self-contained page includes the browser 
receiving the self-contained page over the network from the server (Tran, Column 6 
lines 19-34). 

As per claim 4, which is dependent on claim 2, Shah-Tran discloses a method 
wherein the step of the browser receiving the self-contained page includes said browser 
causing said self-contained page to be read from removable computer-media (Tran, 
Column 3 lines 25-30 and Column 4 lines 42-50;. 

As per claim 5, which is dependent on claim 1 , Shah-Tran discloses a method 
wherein the step of displaying a visual indication includes displaying one or more other 
visual indicators visually associated with a subset of items that satisfy said one or more 
second criteria (Shah, Column 3 lines 13-29, the sort points may be delineated by being 
displayed in a different typeface or may have color or style attributes). 

As per claim 6, which is dependent on claim 1 , Shah-Tran discloses a method 
wherein the step of displaying a visual indication includes altering the visual appearance 
of one or more visual indicators from said list of visual indicators (Shah, Column 3 lines 
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13-29, the sort points may be delineated by being displayed in a different typeface or 
may have color or style attributes). 

As per claim 7, which is dependent on claim 1 , Shah-Tran discloses a method 
wherein said one or more first criteria is based on an alphabetic order of names 
associated with said plurality of items, and the particular order of the list of visual 
indicators indicates the alphabetic order of the name of the items (Shah, Column 1 lines 
33-45, sort by name). 

As per claim 8, which is dependent on claim 1 , Shah-Tran discloses a method 
wherein the step of detecting input indicating the selection of a one or more second 
criteria includes detecting input selecting a particular category of a plurality of categories 
(Shah, Column 3 lines 24-29, all records falling within a particular category); and the 
step of displaying a visual indication of how said plurality of items satisfy a one or more 
second criteria includes displaying a visual indication of which items of said plurality of 
items belong to said particular category (Shah, Column 3 lines 24-29, may be denoted 
with a particular character/ 

As per claim 10, which is dependent on claim 1, Shah-Tran teaches detecting 
input indicating the selection of one or more third criteria (Shah, Column 1 lines 33-45, 
third sort); and while retaining said list or visual indicators in said particular order within 
said display displaying a visual indication of how said plurality of items satisfy said one 
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or more third criteria wherein one or more third criteria is different from said one or more 
second criteria (Shah, Column 3 lines 13-29, using marks to display appropriate sort 
fields). 

Claim 1 1 is similar in scope to that of claim 1 , and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. In addition claim 1 1 teaches a third and fourth page element. Shah- 
Tran teaches third and fourth page elements that enable the browser to determine, in 
reponse to the browser receiving the user input, how the plurality of items satisfy the 
one or more criteria (Shah, Column 1 lines 33-44, third level and many levels). 

As per claim 1 3, which is dependent on claim 1 1 , Shah-Tran discloses a method 
including performing an examination of contents of said plurality of items to determine 
which of said plurality of elements satisfy a particular criteria of said plurality of criteria 
(Shah, Column 3 lines 55-63, scanning determining); wherein the step of generating 
third page elements is based on said examination of the contents (Shah, Column 3 lines 
55-63, associating and displaying with appropriate marks). 

Claim 27 is similar in scope to that of claim 1 , and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. In addition claim 27 adds a storage media. Shah-Tran teaches a 
storage media storing instructions (Tran, Column 3 lines 25-30). 
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Claim 28 is similar in scope to that of claim 3, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 29 is similar in scope to that of claim 4, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 30 is similar in scope to that of claim 5, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 31 is similar in scope to that of claim 6, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 32 is similar in scope to that of claim 7, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 33 is similar in scope to that of claim 8, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 35 is similar in scope to that of claim 10, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 36 is similar in scope to that of claim 11, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 38 is similar in scope to that of claim 13, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 
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5. Claims 9 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable by 
Shah ("Shah", US 6,154,740) in view of Tran et al ("Tran", US 6,253,367) in view of 
Hollander et al ("Hollander", US 2002/0023004). 

As per claim 9, which is dependent on claim 8, Shah-Tran fails to distinctly point 
out a list box including categories even though Shah uses categories. However, 
Hollander discloses a method wherein said step of detecting input selecting a particular 
category includes detecting that a user has selected said particular category as a 
selection in a list box listing said plurality of categories as selections ([80] sort order 
drop down list,). Therefore it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the 
invention to combine the teaching of Hollander with the method of Shah-Tran. 
Motivation to do so would have been to provide an easy and organized way to choose a 
sort category. 

Claim 34 is similar in scope to that of claim 9, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

6. Claims 12 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable by 
Shah ("Shah", US 6,154,740) in view of Tran et al ("Tran", US 6,253,367). 
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As per claim 1 2, which is dependent on claim 1 1 , Shah-Tran discloses the steps 
further including issuing a system that stores information about said plurality of items 
(Shah, Column 3 lines 55-63, scanning), wherein said command requests data that may 
be used to determine which set of items of said plurality of items satisfy a first criterion 
of said plurality of criteria (Shah, Column 3 lines 55-63, determining), receiving results 
of the command from the storage system (Shah, Column 3 lines 55-63, associating); 
and wherein the step of generating third page elements is based on an examination of 
the results (Shah, Column 3 lines 55-63, displaying). 

Shah-Tran fails to distinctly point out a using a database system and a query. 

However, database systems are notoriously well-known in the art, and it would 
have been obvious to one skilled in the art to combine the current teaching of databases 
with the method of Shah-Tran. 

Motivation to do so would have been to reduce data redundancy and improve 
data security, both which are often associated advantages of databases. 

Claim 37 is similar in scope to that of claim 12, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 



Response to Arguments 
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Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1,3-13,27-38 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to RYAN F. PITARO whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-4071 . The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00am - 5:30pm Mondays 
through Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dennis Chow can be reached on 571-272-7767. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Ryan F Pitaro/ 
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